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Saving the League
This is not a cheerful year to be

a Democrat, and we realize that al¬
lowance must b.' made for the
temper in which i desperate cam¬
paign in behalf of a disappointing
candidate is likely to be conducted.
But "The New York World" and its
fellow mourners should not let their
zeal draw them completely away
from the facts.

In one form or another "The
World," for example, asserts daily
that Senator Harding and the Re¬
publicans are for aloofness and lit¬
tle Americanism and opposed to any
league. As the leading editorial in
"The World" concluded yesterday:

"Senator Harding and his associ¬
ates have^nothing to offer except a

continuation of international chaos."

Now, the record of the Republican
party with respect to a League of
Nations is unquestionable and unam¬

biguous. Its general attitude is as
clear as language and acts can
make it.
The Chicago platform declares un¬

qualifiedly for "an international as¬
sociation" to include the two essen¬
tials of the existing league, courts of
international justice and the means
for securing "instant and general in¬
ternational conference" whenever
peace is threatened.

In his speech of acceptance Sen¬
ator Harding indorsed this declara¬
tion: "I can speak unreservedly of
the American aspirations and the Re¬
publican committal for an associa¬
tion of nations."
Going back from these latest dec¬

larations, there is the fact that the
entire Republican membership of the
Senate, with the exception of a
handful of independent and unrep¬
resentative dissenters, voted for the
Wilson league with the Lodge res¬
ervations.

Going back from this, there is the
continuous, consistent and logical
development through a generation
by a series of Republican Presidents
of that sound internationalism upon
which alone future progress toward
peace can be budded.

It was William McKinley who said
in his last speech, delivered at Buf¬
falo on September 5, 1901: "No na¬
tion can longer be indifferent to any
other," and, "The period of aloof¬
ness is past." We, shall have occa¬
sion to revert again to this long, con¬

structive service of the Republican
party to the cause of peace and in¬
ternational understanding. We cite
it now simply to prove that Mr.
Harding in his present stand,, in
favor of a league, is but showing
himself true to the established prin¬
ciples of his party.

There is necessarily some uncer¬
tainty as to what form that league
shall take. Mr. Harding is more
frank than Mr. Cox in facing that
uncertainty. But Mr. Cox concedes
that "interpretations" are necessary
in the present covenant, though
making no serious attempt to define
or limit those interpretations. It is
a distant event that is under dis¬
cussion.not ratification now or thi3
fall, but next March at the earliest.
Much may happen in Europe in the
mean time. New conditions may
radically alter our course of action.
And there is the unescapable politi¬
cal fact involved in the constitu¬
tional requirement that a two-thirds
vote of the Senate must ratify what¬
ever treaty a President negotiates.

Ratification of the league covenant
with the Lodgo reservations is ob¬
viously one fashion in which the
Republican party may make good
its pledge to unite this country in
an "association of nations."

But already one further change
has been proposed and must be con¬
sidered in connection with the pres¬
ent covenant. That is the total ex¬
cision of Article X, in lieu of a
reservation covering it. It is Mr.
Hoover who advocates this clear-cut
step, and no one can call Mr. Hoover
a little American or an anti-leaguer.
There are other constructive

changes io which Mr. Harding as
l^residont would undoubtedly apply
the best ft oil i ty of the country. Chief
is that which Mr. Root stressed in
hi« first criticism of the covenant in
March, 1919, when he said;

''The schema practically abandons
all effort to promote« or maintain
anything like a «yotesi of interna¬
tional law, or a system of arbitra-

í tlon or of judicial aettienitmt

through which » notion can assort
its legal rights in lieu of war," ,

To the constructive betterment of
th6 league in this vital matter, in
which the Republican party possesses
a long record of constructive achieve¬
ment at The Hague, Mr. Root, a* a

private^ citizen, upon the invitation
of the league, has been contributing
the eort of practical leadership that
alone can make the league live.

It would be neither fitting nor

practicable for Mr. Harding to com¬
mit himself as to what precise
course he will pursue. For him to
erect a program and call on all to
worship it would not help bring
the end he seeks. There are many
speculative possibilities. Whatever
course Mr. Harding decides upon
when the time comes, The Tribune
confidently expects that he will unite
with himself the best brains of both
parties, giving the Senate ample
representation in any new confer¬
ence and making the final result
agree with the common opinion of
the whole nation.
The Tribune, as a Republican

newspaper, counts itself an old and
stanch supporter of the league prin¬
ciple. It conceives that the Republi¬
can party can bring a unique con¬
structive ability to the labor of cre¬

ating a workable covenant out of the
Paris botch. In this belief it feels
assured that the great body of the
sincere friends of the league prin¬
ciple will conclude to cast their lot
with Mr. Harding and the Republi¬
can party.

Watchful Waiting
Concerning Russia, after two years

of indecision the Administration has
at last spoken. There* is a policy,
though only a negative one.
From an idealistic point of view

the policy is, of course, open to criti¬
cism. Ethics are not satisfied when
we say that the Lénine government
will not be recognized because the
Russian people have had no part in
its creation, and then in the next
breath indicate that we will not act
to secure to the Russian people the
right of democratic self-rule.
But from the practical point of

view much can be urged in support
of the declaration, and it may be
predicted that it will satisfy the
country. It frees us from direct
complicity in the Bolshevist crime
against civilization, and at least ex¬

presses a moral condemnation.
It is worth much to have the Presi¬
dent declare: "That the present
rulers of Russia do not rule by the
will or consent of the Russian people
is an incontestable fact."
Moreover, Russia is large and amor¬

phous, and it has never been clear
how the Allies, except with the ac¬
tive assistance of great masses of
Russians, could effect a reorganiza¬
tion. Certainly this country has no
desire to attempt the job alone.
We have a reapplication and re¬

vival of the course pursued toward
Huerta. In the new case, as in the
old, the usurper will not be received
in friendship. "The hand of Douglas
is his own." Otherwise, as also the
theory was with respect to Mexico,
nothing is to be done except to wait
watchfully. Th# plan did not work
weil with respect to Mexico, but Rus¬
sia is further away.

Abandoning Poland
The London correspondent of The

Tribune makes a stark statement of
the attitude of British public opinion
toward the Russo-Polish war. "Such
a volume of protest against war," he
cables, "was never before raised in
any land." "Just one thought," he
continues, "runs through the mass
of the British people.that is, to
avoid war, even if it costs the friend¬
ship of their ally, France."

Poland is the child of the victory
over the Central Powers, which dur¬
ing the later and decisive stages of
the conflict had the practical aid of
Russia. An ancient Avrong was re¬

paired, and the revived nation, with
a hostile Russia on one side and a
hostile Germany on the other, be¬
came the ward of the Wtfstern demo¬
cratic nations. The business oí
guarding her is now unpursued.
Russia, for the immediate future at
least, may work her will on her. The
trials of the last six years have been
heavy, and Great Britain turns again
toward her traditional policy of
aloofness, and of non-interference in
Continental affairs except when her
own interests are directly involved.

But while there is to be no inter¬
vention in behalf of Poland there is
to be no full peace with Russia. The
blockade is to be continued and ship-
ments of munitions into Poland per¬
mitted. As to the former, Lénine
and Trotzky may be excused a grin.
Soviet Russia is inured to a block-
ade. Moreover, she has pushed her
border out to contact with Germany.
She will trade with Germany and
get along. As to munition shipments'!
to Poland, this country, when a
neutral, soundly contended that it
was entirely consistent with neutral-
ity to sell to a belligerent.
The covenant of the League of Na-

tions, covering the case of war be¬
tween a league member, such as Po- \
land, and a non-league member, such j
as Russia, specifically declares what
the league shall do. The procedure
prescribed has not been followed. So
far as known, no one has seriously;urged that it be followed. The
league thus is as if it were not. It
may not have exploded, but it is in¬
ert. The British Prime Minister in
his speech to the House of Commons
did not refer to the league,
Lloyd George, laying the blame

for the trouble on the Poles, con¬
cedes the right of Russia to ask for
guaranties, bu^ indicates that those
guaranties must not go so far as to
destroy Poland. The mind reverts
to thoughts of Brest-Litovsk. Then
Germany "respected" the integrity
of a Russia whoso borders ßhe
traced. An independent Poland and
one which must give guaranties to
the Bolshevist can scarcely co-exist.
The peace dream is rudely shat¬

tered. In plain process of germina¬
tion is another great alliance.Rus¬
sia, Germany, Turkey, and perhaps
Hungary and Russia.with Poland
having about as much liberty of ac¬

tion as Holland and Denmark had
during the World War. Who can
now talk of disarmament?

Labor's Worst Enemy-
How gravely the industrial disease

called ca' canny, which has been
gaining headway in this country, af-
'ilicts Great Britain is indicated by
the figures of the British mining in-r
dustry.

In 1913 the average output per
underground worker in Great Brit¬
ain was 332 tons; in 1919 it was 253
tons. There are more machines
and a greater

' capital investment.
The man labor of lifting a ton has
been diminished. Yet the miners,
despite doubled wages, do less.

British trade unionism is impreg¬
nated with the fallacy that it pays
to restrict output. Its members are

gripped by the delusion that there is
only so much work to be done and that
the longer they are about it the better
for the members of a craft. They
shut their eyes to the obvious- fact
that wages are paid out of current
production, and never normally or

for a long time come from capital.
Does not the paymaster bring his

bags from the counting room? Of
course, then, the boss pays. It is as

if water coming over a dam from a

reservoir should say it originated in
the reservoir and that the springs
whose flow filled the reservoir were
of no consequence.

The worst economic enemy to labor,
as to capital, is the c.a'-canny fa¬
natic. Yet American trade unions,
as rules restrictive of production at¬
test, are harboring this doctrine.
The leaders of labor are intelligent
enough to know what they are doing,
yet they do it. They countenance
and oftentimes urge the adoption of
restrictions on production which
mean, and can only mean, a lowered
standard of living and smaller ac¬
tual wages.

Cooperative Shopping
We could wish that American

families operated on the cooperative
shopping plan so fetchingly described
by Mrs. Calvin Coolidp;e. But they
don't. And we wonder how many
more will as a result of this example
by a prospective Vice-Presidential
household !

In that division of labor between
husband and wife which has been
an essential part; of the American
plan shopping has been taken over

exclusively by the wife. The hen¬
pecked husband of the comic papers
is supposed to match ribbons for his
masterful spouse, but even there he
is recognized as the rare exception.
So long h;.s the custom continued
that the shopping sense has atro¬
phied in many husbands. The wives
of these simply can't afford to take
them along, so loose are their
masculine ideas about saving a cent
or two on a bargain.
But beyond and beneath custom

are the ignorance and indifference
of the average American husband.
He wants his wife to look like other
wives.or better.so as to keep up
the family reputation for success,
But he has little id «sa of how such
results are accomplished, and as for
questions of colors and shapes and
becomingness no one could be less
competent. The only hope of a

change iS that Mrs. Coolidge can
convert the wives of America into
trying the experiment of taking
their husbands along when they
shop. Liking might flow from under¬
standing. French husbands attend
upon these important occasions.we
are speaking, of course, of the larger
episodes in life, such as hats and
furs and frocks and coats. Is the
American husband hopelessly above
such feminine amusementsV

Art and the Machine
It is refreshing to come upon a

common-sense discussion of the ma¬
chine in relation to art in "The Lon¬
don Mercury," a literary magazine'
of the highest artistic standards.
The discussion is of the typesetting
machine, by which the text of the
modern newspaper, magazine and
book is placed in type, and without
whose magical deftness and speed
the promptness of our modern news
and the economy of modern printing
would be impossibilities.
The question is whether a book

can be printed from machine-set
type as good in appearance and
workmanship as the finest books set.
by hand. Concededly machine-typed
books are not as beautiful as yet as
the best of the hand-set books of the
fifteenth century.Nicholas Jen-
son's, for example.or, the best of
the nineteenth and twentieth centu-
ries. But is there any inherent rea-!
son for the difference? None what-
ever, this export declares, reviewing
the different elements thai go to
make up a beautifully printed page.
It simply remains to design as beau-1
tiful type for a linotype machine as I
has been designed for hand type,

and set it with the same pains. In
fact, this critic remarks, there is one

respect in which the machine-set line
has a distinct advantage over the
hand-set line, to wit, the mechanical
accuracy with which the spacing be¬
tween words in a line is equalized.
The article concludes with the re¬

mark that "he who presses the keys
of the organ need not be less of a
musician than he who fingers the
strings of a banjo or lute." The mod¬
ern piano is an equally patent illus¬
tration.a complex machine, if there
ever was one, yet developed by artis¬
tic devotion to a marvelously per¬
fect expression of pure art. The
whole point is well taken. The artist
has always been too ready to decry
the machine. In the long run it is
the spirit that controls; and the ma¬

chine, developed in a spirit of true
art and to serve beauty, bears no es¬
sential opposition to art whatever.
Who can say but that we are seeing
the much chastised movie already
approaching this higher end?

Poland Uniled
Socialists There Have No Stomach

for Bolshevism
To the Editor of The Tribune.

Sir: An effort has been made in
some quarters to have it appear that
Poland in its present critical cpnflict
with Bolshevism is "a house divided,"
that its Socialist and workmen's or¬
ganizations ard not.standing by the
Polish government in its life and death
struggle with tho forces of Trotzky
and Lénine.

Illuminating evidence that euch is
not the case is contained in a com¬
prehensive manifesto recently Issued
by tho Polish Socialistic party and ad¬
dressed "to all Socialist and work¬
men's organizations throughout the
world." A translation of that mani¬
festo, taken from tho Warsaw news¬
paper. "Robotnik," is beforo me.
After rehearsing the part played bythe Polish Socialist and workmen's

organization for peace in the past and
registering its disapproval of the "in¬
fluence of imperialism" upon the Polish
government, it goes on to say, in part:
"To-day the Russian army stands

on the borders of ethnographic Poland.
The leadership of the Red

army is in the hands of Czarist generals.
Russian military papers, steeped in.

j racial hatred, declare that, they will dic-
täte peace conditions to Poland on the
ruins of Warsaw in flames. . .

"Russian bayonets are pointing to¬
ward our independence. Cossack con¬
spiracies are bringing us murder, vio¬
lence and destruction. The Soviet'
leaders have bowed down beforo the
ideology of imperialistic militarism;
they have replaced tho foreign watch¬
word of liberty by a call to tho seizure
of foreign territories.

"This is why we did the same as
you yourselves, comrades of Belgium,France and England, at tho beginning
of the great war. We said to Polish
workmen and peasants: Defend your
country!
"The Polish working classes rise in

defense of their own independence.
Make this known to the present rulers
of Russia. Warn them that to the
bayonets and lances of Brusilov or
Budzenny will bo opposed the breasts
of tho Polish proletariat; warn them
that we are masters in our own
land. . . .

"Comrades!
"We began the defensive war of the

people to save the independence of
Poland. We began it at a moment
when our workmen and peasants were
on the eve of taking up the reins of
government in the republic. We 0.0
not, however, loso hope in the possi¬bility of a just peace, in the possibilityof removing the menace of the horrors
of a new war which ia hanging over
the world. The Chief Executive Com¬
mittee of the Polish Socialist Party."!All of which evidences conclusivelyenough that the organized workmen
and peasants of Poland .the "radical
element"- has no stomach for Bol-
shevism and intends to stand shoulder
to shoulder in the fight against the
red flood which is pouring over Polandand threatening all of Europe.

GEORGE PALMER PUTNAM.New York, Aug. 10, 1020.

Diabolical Din
To the Editor of The Tribune.

Sir: I want to thank you for printingthe letter from B. R. Blanchard in this
morning's paper on the noise makers of jthe city, and the writer for sending it.New York is beautiful to mo CI think jit was also in your paper that an edi- Iforial appeared on that subject recent-ly), so much so that I am painting its
street scenes all the time. It has, sofar as I am concerned, only two faults.
the dreadful, diabolical din and the
terror of crossing the streets.

It is impossible to deny that these two
very serious phases of life in New York
are directly due to automobilists. The
terrible "staccato whistling" of the
trucks is scarcely worse than tho inces-
sant "honk" of the person who wishes to
let the family know that the car is out-
side.forgetful that persons on the
whole block have to endure his impa-tient horn blowing.
As for crossing the streets, it is ac¬

tually terrifying to try to get over
Seventh Avenue or Eighth Avenue.it is
the same in Park Avenue. It is enough
to rouse one to indignant action the waythese speed devils bear down on a help-
less and bewildered pedestrian and come
up from behind or dash to one side or
the other without any warning.

Fifth Avenue, when the policemen are
withdrawn on Sundays, is also the scene
of wild dashing up and down, two and
three abreast. I avoid it when the kind-
ly lifesavers are absent. It may be
better now, with the new traffic system.
I have not crossed it recently on a

Sunday.
I hope B. R. Blanchard's letter will

arouse other more eloquent and power- ¡ful pans than mine. This is merely the
plaint of an artist who could enjoy her
life and work here so much more if tho
actual speed limits of the city were only
maintained and all the unnecessary noise
forbidden.

CAROLINE VAN H. BEAN.
New York, Aug. 9, 1920.

The Wadsworth Record
Wherein It Has Failed to Satisfy the

Progressive Minded
To the Editor of The Tribune.

Sir: Mr. Wadsworth trloB to show in
his letter recently published in your
paper that he is a friend of such legis¬
lation* as tho groat majority of women
voters want.
He has asked us to go back ten and

fourteen yenrs, when, as Speaker of the
Assembly, he was an Influential member
of tho New York legislative body. It
Is true that during 1905-'10 certain
measures wore passed which raised Now
York State above the low standard in
regard to child welfare it had hitherto
occupied. But that these measures were
as superlative as Mr. Wadsworth sug¬
gests is contradicted by the fact thai
year in and out bills for the better pro¬
tection of children are still introduced
When Mr, Wadsworth says "We passed

the famous, eight-hour law" he does no
make himself clear. Tho fifty-four-houi
law for women was defeated, but ar

eight-hour law for children in factorlet
was passed In 1907( I presume he re
fers to this law as the "famous law,'
but it takes a good deal more imagina
tion than most of us possess to appro
ciato tho reason for calling an eight
hour law for young factory childrei
"famous."
Mr. Wadsworth assures us that "al

these steps toward tho betterment o
human life had my active support a

Speaker." Indeed, for whatever Mi
Wadsworth did to aid the intelligen
standardization of child labor he de
serves credit, but do not let us be misle
in giving him more than is his due, fo
if Mr. Wadsworth was then or is no\
as stanch an advocate of better indus
trial conditions as he would have u
believe he could not have escaped bein
thought a friend of social welfare legis
lation and of labor. No one, not eve
his friends, regards him as such. In
stinctively and normally he Is not. H
believes too much in tho statue quo, a
his suffrage record indicates, and h
favors too faithfully the masters of th
game, as his labor record in Washing
ton «hows.
He says he would have voted for th

Federal child labor bill had ho been i
this country in 1918, but in 1916, whe
he was in this country, he did not vot
for the child labor hill.

In going over his labor record in Cor
gross we find that on twenty-six mea:
ures favored by labor he voted againi
fourteen, for five, and failed to vote o
seven. He did not support tho apprc
priation for the Federal Employmer
Bureau, though even Mr. Wadswort
must know how immensely such a bi
reau would make for "the betterment c
human life."
He speaks of his support in securin

a hearing for the women's bureau bi
which became law. Did he by chan«
remember that he needed some women
votes this fall, and did he hope 1
counteract his unworthy suffrage recorc
One cannot blow hot and cold ar

think that folks will understand. Whi
we women in New York do understar
is that ho voted against suffrage whe
to have voted for it would have sav(
us and our beloved leaders endless troi
ble, heartache and expense; that 1
voted against the protection of childrc
when he had the chance; that he is i
friend of the ideals of social bettermei
for which we wanted the vote, and th:
he ha3 shown no understanding of ti
great social and economic questions coi

fronting the nation and which cry o>
for solution. And, added to all this, \

remember that he is wet, and final
that he is the friend and loyal serva:
of Barnes.
Why, then, should any women, to si

nothing of the progressive-mind
men, vote for Mr. Wadsworth? Indee
why should any of us Republican wome
who do not think kindly of him for i

this, nor for his share in the recent N
tional Republican Convention? Our lo
alty to the party has been assailed b
cause we have dared say for a loi
time that we would not under any ci
cumstances vote for Mr. Wadswort
but I have still" to hear Mr. Wat:
worth's loyalty questioned because
has insisted upon making more thor
the path of the Republican party
New York.
But we are undismayed by the

charges. We have been honest from t
start, and we know that there ¡;

enough independent women and enou
Republican women of independent spi
to show Mr. Wadsworth in Novcmt
that if he had been more self-sacrifici
than self-seeking it would have be
better for the Republican party.

MARY E. DREIER
New York, Aug. 7, 1920.

Restoration of Westminste:
Abbey

To the Editor of The Tribune.
Sir: I am grateful for the mimen

letters I receive from Americans on
above subject, and I am forwarding si

scriptions to reach me to the fund
London, and will be happy to contii
to do so until an American commit!
which I believe is being organized,
ready to take charge.
Westminster Abbey is the mecca

visitors from all parts of the world,
the Poets' Corner rest the remains
many of those who made English lett
what they are to the English-speak
peoples, and unite them as one gr
family throughout the world.

-, CLOSTER ARMSTRONG,
Consul Genera

New York, Aug. 9, 1920.

A Lexicographical Pioneer
To the Editor of The Tribune.

Sir: In the passing of F. Stur
Allefi a, very bright light in Ameri
lexicography has gone out. Credit is
to him for the adoption of the divj
page, and the remodeling of "Webst
International Dictionary" along 1:
that enabled its editors to place
record,' within^the pages of the edi
for 1909, the Vrieanings of 400,000 E
lish words.no mean achievement, fo
meant the inclusion of 250,000 w«

that had been omitted from the eai
editions. His treatment of the l
terminology for his work was mast«
Pa-Imam qui menât feram!

FRANK H. VIZETELL'
New York, Aug. 9, 1920.

ANOTHER CASE OF THE BALD-HEADED BARBER
Copyright» 1920, New Tork Tribun» Inc.

LjOOfCS Heywood Broun

One of our English visitors, and we

think it wa3 Hugh Walpole, commented
on the terrible manners of American
children, but added that he was not dis¬
posed to view the condition with alarm
since these same children generally de¬
veloped into kindly and considerate men
and women. Dr. John Roach Straton
views the problem less calmly.

"After many years of observation as
a pastor in the homes of the people," he
writes in "The Menace of Immorality,"
"I record it here as a profound convic¬
tion of my mind and heart that the mod¬
ern theater and movie show have done
more than any other single force to mar
and destroy the holier thing3 of human
life. Especially have they harmed the
home life and the children of to-day. .

Do we not see already on every side
the evidences of the evil fruitage from
this wrong sowing? The pertness of
many children to-day, their sophistica¬
tion, even when they are very young,
and their flippant attitude toward their
parents and all grown people, are often
shocking. The use of such expressions
in connection with the father as 'the
governor,' and in connection with moth¬
ers as 'the old lady,' are distressing
symptoms of wrong tendencies."
On the contrary, the tendency is

sound. We should not like to be called
"the governor" very much, but we do
wish that H. 3d could find something
less forrrfirl than "dada." If children be¬
gan by calling their parents "Bill" and
"Sally" and such names it seems to us

that the chances of close and continued
companionship between the generations
would be much enhanced. About "father"
and "mother" and all their corruptions
and diminutives there is a certain aloof¬
ness. They serve to mark the gap in
years. They even have an odor of au¬

thority. It is hard to say or to think
"mother'' or "father" without a feeling
of reverence. Centuries of custom have
fixed that. The fact exists, and it is
distinctly deplorable. Nobody can really
like any one for whom he feels or is ex¬

pected to feel reverence. No quality in
the world is so destructive of friendship
and of fun.
And yet there are any number of

parents who want to be liked, reverenced
and obeyed all at the same time. A per¬
son of that temper should bring up
puppies and not children. If there is to
be any truly close companionship be¬
tween young and old it can be accom¬

plished only by the parents becoming
children. We appreciate the difficulties
of this. We do not even know that it
can be done, but we do realize the tragic
failure of the attempt to achieve a close
relationship by making little men and
women out of youngsters. It may be
that the best way is to admit that chil¬
dren and grown-ups are persons of a

different race and may live together in
comfort only by the strictest respect for
each other's boundaries. There is a

cheerfulness in this, and the attempt to
bridge the frontier and civilize the bar¬
barians is natural, no matter how much
the barbarians may suffer.
One of the crudest customs of the

missionary from our day to the grow¬
ing generation is the attempt to make
the child adopt our code of manners, to
teach him what we call politeness. In
thousands of home3 every day there is
enacted the following scene:

Father-Will you have some more po¬
tatoes, Johnny?
Johnny.No.
Father.No what?
Johnny (after long and rebellious

pause).No, thank you.
The only result of this process is that

in time Johnny's completely genial and
friendly "No" becomes a cross and per-
functory "No, thank you." The child
can't see the sense in any of our con¬

ventional tags of good manners. He is,
of course, a much franker and more
truthful person than his parent. His
civilization is so much simpler that
he does not feel the need of short cuts
and prepared sayings to express what
he feels. It should be remembered that
politeness is by no means synonomous
for kindness and consideration. It is
much easier to say "So glad you were
able to come" than to be polite. Few of
us can attain magnanimity^ but any fool
can say "Don't mention it."

If you go out to dinner and have a

perfectly rotten time it is not polite to
get up immediately after dinner and
remark, "I want to go home now." Of
course, that Would be the kind and con¬
siderate thing to do, since in all proba¬
bility the-host is no more happy than
his guest. The child would do just that
if he were not hampered by the code im¬
posed upon him from above. This may
serve to explain why friendships be¬
tween the ages of two and six are in¬
variably more ardent than those between
persons of maturer years. They are
based upon a truth which brings perfect
understanding. Politeness is at best e

bridge. There should be nothing between
true friends which can't be waded.

The Case of Huszar
To the Editor of The Tribune.

Sir: In your issue of yesterday you
carried a news item which stated that
the Federation of Hungarian Jews, of
400 East Houston Street, is urging the
expulsion of Charles Huszar, former
Premier of Hungary, who is at present
on a visit to this country.

It seems to me very unexplainable that
Jews in this country should persist in
restating old refuted lies about pogroms
in central Europe, in spite of the fact
that committees of their own faith have
made investigations of these charges on
the spot and have found that no such
pogroms have occurred, with the ap-
proval of the government.
No one is denying that occasionally

some Jews happen to (be killed, but it is
not for their faith,, but for their revo-
lutionary and destructive work.

All the radically destructive elements
in our own country are led, with few ex¬
ceptions, by Jews or men of Jewish ex¬
traction. The same is true of.all Euro¬
pean countries.
The Rev. George A. Simons, head of

the Methodist Church in Russia for fif-
teen years, told the Senate investiga¬
tion committee at Washington that "95
per cent of the Bolshevist leaders are
Jews." He also said that there evident¬
ly was a «ronnection between the Red
Jews in Russia and the Red leaders in
all the radical movements in all the
countries of the world.

If the Jew will observe law and order
and become a real citizen of the coun- j
try of his adoption, and avoid leading
revolutions that get him nowhere, I am
sure he will not have to complain of
persecution. Most of the persecution of
the Jews in foreign countries is due to
the Jew's incapacity for assimilation.
The same is true to some extent in this
country.
As far as Mr. Huszar is concerned, if

the United States government passed on
his admission into our free and liberty-
loving country it ill behooves foreigners
who only recently came here themselves
to cry "Put him out!" AMERICAN. I
Brooklyn, Aug. 9, 1920.

The Women s League
Netvs of the First Conference t?

University Women at London
To the Editor of The Tribune.

Sir: To say that the woman put the
idea into your head is not. always So
blame the woman. Eve was responti-
ble for other actions of Adsm beside
the unfortunate incident of the »pptt
and many of her daughters have it-
herited her organizing ability. For a-

stance, while candidates and «then
disccurse violently and vaguely tí
what sort of league of nations it is

! safe to have, the women have qtiietlj
gone ahead an^ organized a league c:

nations for themselves.
Fifteen different countries were rep

resented at the first conference of tii
International Federation of Universitj
Women in London, from which th«
American delegates are just beginnisi
to return, and their organization hi
as its purpose "to promote undent«!1
ing and friendship between the ml
versity women of the whole world U
thereby further their interests and dt
velop sympathy and mutual helpfa
ness between the peoples of the world
The federation will use its influent
to promote interchange of profeisoi
and scholars among the nations, »nd!
make its headquarters in each counti
a center of hospitality, informitic
and assistance for foreign student!.
Dean Ada Comstock of Smith »:

Dr. Jessica Peixotto, of the Univeni
of California,» who landed yesterdi
from the Adriatic, are the first of tl
American delegates to return to the
shores. They are full of enthusi«
over the potentialities of the federet*
and the influence it is bound to ex«
not only on college women but on t
nation as a whole.

T/.e women at the conference csi
from every quarter of the globe. Thi
were delegates from Great Brit»
from Canada, from Australia, lad
South Africa, France, Italy, Sp*
Belgium, Holland," Norway, Sw«d»
Denmark and Czecho-Siovaki». T*
was an unofficial representative "'

Japan, and it is expected that the JH
nese and Chinese university *.*
will' shortly affiliate with the fed«
tion. Beside Dean Comstock snd 1
Peixotto the United States were »P
sented by Dean Virginia Gilders!*
of Barnard, President M-' C*
Thomas of Byrn Mawr, Dr. M»i7
Harkness, president of the South«
Association of College Women, >

Mrs. William Morton Wheeler, »

presid-ent of the North Atlantic ¡¡
tion of the Association of Colle*"1
Alumna;.
The meetings of the conference «

held at Bedford College for W"0
which is part of the l'n:v#rstty
London, and were opened with^ *"

thusiastic address by Lord Grey, jhas been interested in the feden»
since the idea was first conceived.
next conference will be hold in

years, wherever the Lesga»
Nations decides to establish its *

quarters. The federation's pr«'"
Is an Englishwoman. Professor 0

.ie Spurgeon, of the University of'
«on; the vice-president is a Csn»
president of t£eir federation, Mrs.
Williams; the treasurer is »n ^
ican, Mrs. Edgerton Parsons, of
York City.
These women make no preten*

having solved tho internation»! t
lem, but they have certainly ta»

long step in the right direction-
MARGARET L. FAKRA>

New York, Aug. T, 1920.


